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“ear Steve ^lostln, 

lioTW y*>u ols-i uneeretenS tt.et the amount rf ^ave ’indertalian 

ia In Itself annuf* to prevent my ta’<lag tae time frr eiplomocy la ly letters. 

I -neea nottlrn psraenal itilesa it ia direct and obvious, i'.lien I Intend t~ ba 
ina-iltinfr tSiera ia no doubt of it.othervlae, ^ hov- no sucb intent. 

•ine booics will go out today, wltu tnis letter enclosad or separately, 
aent special a-indlinp, nulcu sno^ld go lika first cltas, 

'Aitn tae lltt of book yau clta I see notblag to cbaneo tM appralesl 
ilRove you. Lane Ic inclined to slipoerineso and sUevir? it n bit. '^ncupajn la 
a perauabiv© crook Uns added Incorrect conjecture to tie wrk of oUaers, 
often, as you will roelizs In your readlas, not cited sa the rul'li'Led work cf 
others. 1 tulnk, for excaplo. '’•hoJ'o is no exception to this; nbea ho says 
"according to a dccnmer.to recently discovered at tae Natl-r.al Arcuivea," of some 
such fornulntlon, tac real source la v£nrE-f?^ H. Thero Is the poaalbllity of 
extractinr. oon® indbroatlon from Bishop, but I doubt If your Itnowleucs v.11’ 
develop to the point you can by tuc time you write, for he la often just plain 
wrong when ho seems to bo nuotinc, «vftQ in the Intervlowa he aaya ne had, if tho 
othera, to ^di-a I have spoken, teil toe truth. I frncoum;^ you to Ignore tne 
otlierg. 


TU-jr^ 13 s«8uiiii(5ly porsu sIvq viritin/::; on tac OuUo.v ai uu.su Is 
Jtior.ea-c in coadopt as it ia contmt. Even truea taere ere cuotntion “ju'^cs +iioy 
are not to be depoudad upon, izarjple, Snevensers. Heberts is dalibsrately tricky, 
83 ir ion^th-y -VP eerioa* In aiiort, I kno^ oi‘ no aiu^le dependable work on 
tH 0 ottier side. In sny form or fomat. 

You raf^renoo tc t*ie aolaotion of an topic aoeua incon i3t?nt 

.tltu ^uot. you first wrote^ but it .cay not to. I tain’^ it to aelact 

aingle aspect for a bock et Uis Juncture. Ti'a you are in a oo’iMon to ..o 
tdidp peruapB I can nalp. 

Good Luck, 


Harold '*?el8borg 


